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FOREWORD

This document provides an annotation of the Articulation Agreement
of 1971, as amended to relate the several sections of the Agreement and
corresponding actions by the Articulation Coordinating Committee. This
annotation has been adopted by the Articulation Coordinating Committee
and it is being issued as an official document for use by the community
colleges and the state universities of Florida.

The Articulation Agreement was developed by the Division of Com-
munity Colleges and the State University System of Florida and it was
approved by the State Board of Education in April, 1971. The Agreement
provides a basic framework within which students who complete programz
under specified conditions are assured of the acceptancz of their work
as they transfer to state universities in Florida.

Responsibility for interpreting the Agreement and for relating pro-
visions of the Agreement to specific cases is vested by the State Board
of Education in the Articulation Coordinating Committee. <tThe actions
of that Committee through January, 1974 are réflected in this anno-
tation of the Articulation Agreement, Revisions of this document are
issued annually.

Shelley S, Booﬂe,“Deputy Commissioner
Chairman, Articvlation Coordinating Committee

Lee G. Hendexrson, Director
Division of Community Colleges

Robert B. Mautz, Chancellor
February 1, 1974 State University System of Florida
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Organization of the Document

The Annotated Agreement which follows is organized in such
a way thar the reader can easily reference pertinent Articulation
Coordinating Committee interpretations of the various sections
and parts of the original 1971 Agreement and its subsequent amend-
ments. The Committee interpretations follow each part of the eleven
Agreement gections and are ideutified by sideheadings, italicized
type, and the date of the meeting when the Committee action was
taken. At the end of each major section, other related Committee
actions which do not fall into the category of Agreement inter-
pretations are listed with the dates when Committee actions were
taken. The minutes of Committee meetings should be referenced if
a complete text of Committee actions 18 desired.

ARTICULATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN THRE STATE UNIVERSITIES AND
PUBLIC JUNIOR COLLEGES OF FLOR1DA
March 1, 1971

PREAMBLE Preamble. The Division of Universities and
the Division of Community Colleges have jointly
adopted this agreement to (1) recommend specific
areas of agreement between cormmunity colleges and
state universities; (2) set forth criteria for the
awarding of the Associate in Arts degree; (3) de-
fine the Associate in Arts degree as & component of
a baccalaureate degree; (4) provide for a continuous
evaluation and review of programs, noliciles, pro-
cedures, and relationships affecting transfer of
students; and (5) recommend such revisions as are
needed to promote the success and general well-
being of the trancfer student.

Effective The Articulation Agreement has been in effect
Date of since April 13, 1971; however, it i8 recognized
Agreement that there are students in community colleges who

are in progress toward an Associate of Arts de-~
gree and that the requirements at the time of
their entry may not meet the requirements of the
Articulation Agreement. Therefore, community
colleges are authorized to tssue AA degreees based
on their previous catalogue commitments through
August 31, 1972. The transeripts of the students
rzeetving an AA degree under these conditions
will be ~learly designated and universities ac-
cept no obligation to those students under the
provistons of the Articulation Agreement. 9/7/71
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Section 1, The provisions of the general edu-~
cation agreement of 1959 are reaffirmed. This
agreement provides that:

Each public institution of higher education in
Florida, i.e., each State University and each Com-
munity Junior College, 1s encouraged to foster and
promulgate a program of general education. This
basic program for students working toward a bacca-
laureate degree should involve not fewer than 36
semester hours or academic credit.

The institutions are encouraged to exchange
ideas in the development and improvement of pro-
grams of general education. The experience al-
ready gained in the established State Universities
and Community Junior Colleges will te of vaiue.
While the institutions are to work cooperatively
in the development and improvement of general edu-
cation programs, each institution has the contin-
uing responsibility for determining the character
of its own program.

After a public institution of higher learning in
Florida has developed and published its program of
general education, the integrity -f the program
will be recognized by the other public institutions
in Florida. Once a student has been certified by
such an institution as having completed satisfac-
torily 1its prescribed general education program,
no other public institution of higher learning in
Florida to which he may be qualified to transfer
will require any further lower division gemeral
education courses in his program.

The Committee agreed that the definition of gen-
eral education in the Articulation Agreement needs
no further interpretation at this time. 2/1/72

An admission committee of a university has the
prerogative of waiving the minimum requirements
as outlined in the agreement as it applies to an

eadividual case. 12/7/71
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Definirion of Associate of Arts Degree

Section 2. At the core of any agreement be-
tween the community colleges and the State Uni-
versity System designed to establish an efficient
orderly transfer process for community college
students is the mutual acceptance of the nature
and purpose of the Associate of Arts degree.

This degree, which is the basic transfer de~
gree of Florida junior colleges, and which is the
primary basis for admission of transfer students
to upper division scvudy in a state university,
shall be awarded upon:

a, Completion of 60 semester hours (90 quar-
ter hours) of academic work exclusive
of occupational’'courses and basic required
physical education courses;

If students have earmed college credits while
sttll in high school through coursee taken in com-
munity colleges, such credit is valid for trans-
fer to universities under the agreement., If
the student has not completed the AA degree, cre-
dit earned does not come under the protection of

the Articulation Agreement. 12/7/71
It e interpreted that 2¢ applies only to

courses eligible for the AA degree as defined

under 2a of the Articulation Agreement. 11/3/71
Credit for ROTC was recognized by the Com-

mittee as being creditable within the 60 hours

required for an Associate of Arts degree. 6/8/73

The Committee agreed that it is in keeping
with the philosophy of the Articulation Agreement
that credit for reading courses be acceptable
for transfer inasmuch as the courses are neither
basic required physical educatiorn nor occupational,
and thus can be applied as credit for the AA
degree, 9/18/73

The Committee restated and reaffirmed that 2a
and 2¢ of the Articulation Agreement be inter-
preted that basic and/or required physical educ-
ation (often referred to as the service program)
not be used in computing the grade point average

for the Associate of Arts degree. 2/1/72
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Number o 1. With reference as to whether or not a commnity
Hours in A4 college te free to require more than 60 gsemester
Degree. for 90 quarter) houra ae part of a planned pro-
Hork_Con- gran leading to an AA degree: It is the opinion
atdered for of the committee that seotion 2a of the Articula-
Grade Point tion Agreement ie interpreted to mean completion
Average Cal- of not less than 60 semester hours (90 quarter)
culation of academic work exolusive of ococupational courses

and basie required physical education courses,
provided, however, that this ehall no way abrogate
the right of the state untversities to require a
full two years of upper divieion work for the bac-
calaureate degree and the right of the state uni-
verstty to determine the major course vequirement
as spectfied in seation ¢ of the Articulation
Agreement.

2. With reference to #1 above, should not all work
required by a commmnity college for the AA degree
be ineluded in the grade point average: It is the
opinion of the committee that all work required
by a community college for an AA degree shall be
ineluded in the caleulation of the grade point
average provided, however, when such degree require-
ment inoludes ocoupational courses and/or basic
required physical education, these courses will be
included in the grade point average only when.they
are in addition to the minimal eixty semester
(90 quarter) hours of academic work, The degree
requirements in the context of this atatement shall
be considered those speoifically stated in the cat-
alog of the junior colleges ooncermed.

3. With reference to the Committee's deeision of
February 1, 1972, concerning the Articulation
Agreement and phystcal education: It is the opin-
ion of the committee that this earlier decision
applied only to those programs that had the mini-
mun 60 hours in the program and that this recent
interpretation is consistent with that deaision.4/24/72

OTHER RELATED ACTIONS

Dissolvement of Task Force on Identification of Occupational
Courses 4712773

Classification of Course Types (Parallel, Occupational, or Dual)
Given to Common Course Numbering Project 4/12/73

Endorsement of Common Course Designation and Numbering Project 11/29/73

Establishment of Task Force on Whether to Change Physical
Education Course Limitation in Agreement 4/12/73



Task Force to Develop Rationale for Physical Education 6/8/73

Physical Education Task Force Report Received 11/29/73

b. Completion of an approved general educa-
tion program of not fewer than 36 semes-
ter hours (54 quarter hours);

¢. Achievement of a grade point average of
not less than 2.0 in all courses attempted,
and in all courses taken at the junior
college awarding the degree, provided that
only the final grade received in courses
repeated by the student shall be used in
computing this average. The grade of
"p" will be accepted for transfer (pro-
vided the overall grade average does not
drop below the prescribed 2.0 level),
and will count towards the baccalaureate
in the same way as 'D'" grades obtained
by students enrolled in the lower divi-
sion of state universities, i.e., credits
required for the baccalaureate; however,
it is at the discretion of the department
or college of the university offering the
major as to whether courses with "D" grades
in the major may satisfy requirements in .
in the major field,

Cclarifica- It {8 the interpretation of the Articulation
tion o Coordinating Committee that it is mandatory for
Forgiveness  the Juntor colleges to adopt the specific For-
Policy gitveness Polioy (section 2¢c) of the Articulation
Agreement with regard to an Associate of Arts
degree. 9/7/71
Course It was agreed that individual commmity col-
Repetition - leges may establish policies determining the
Clarifica- conditions under which students may repeat courses.
tion o However, if a student is allowed to repeat a
Forgiveness  course, the forgiveness policy must come into
Policy effect and only the final grade will be included
in the computation of grade point average. 9/18/73
Interpre- When a student at a junior college takee a
tation o course which ig essentially the same as one pre-
Courge viously attempted at another institution, sec-
Repe- tion 2c of the Articulation Agreement will apply.
tition It should be emphasized that the term "essentially”
will be given a rigorous rather than a liberal
o interpretation, 9/7/71
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It was agreed that the substitution of one for-
eign language for another in no way meets the con-
dition that allows the substitution of grades under
the forgiveness policy when the course is "essen-

tially the same". 9/18/73

It ie the interpretation of the Articulation
Coordinating Committee that with regard to grade
point average required for the auwarding of the AA
degree, it is vequired that the student have a 2.0,
or greater, average in all courses attempted and it
i8 further required that the student have a 2.0, or
greater, average in all courses at the institution
avarding the A4 degree.

Speaifically, it does not mean that the student
have a 2.0 or greater average at each institution
which he has attended. Thig interpretation is
based on 2¢ of the Articulation Agreement and in-
cludes the specifio substitution of grades and
coursgesg repeated. A 8/27/71

It ig interpreted that 2c¢c applies only to
courses eligtble for the AA degree as defined under
2a of the Artioulation Agreement, 11/3/71

The committee considers the (I) as a designation,
indicating a deferred oredit, neither passing nor
failing, but rather refleoting a eircwmstance where
the institution had deoided that a student has com-
pleted most of the requirements for a oourse but for
reasons beyond the aontrol of the student all of the
requirements have not been accomplished at the time
grades are due. Students who apply for transfer from
one institution to another have the responsibility
for removing such designation (I), since the insti-
tution considering the admission of the student has
the prerogative for establishing its own policies
for evaluation of such designation. The committee
does not believe that such a grade should be congid-

ered as a device related to any forgiveness policy. 12/7/71

Under 20 a student does not have to have had a
2.0 average at all institutione attended.

12/7/71



Calculation Under 2c¢ a student must present a 2.0 average
of Grade even 1f he has changed his course of study. In

Point Aver- other words, if a student has started out in one
age - Change direction and does poorly and switches his coursge

in_Course of etudy, the credits earned in the first pro-
of Study gram count in the calculation of the 2.0 average. 12/7/71
Specifically, it does not mean that the stu-
dent have a 2.0 or greater average at each in-
stitution which he has attended, This inter-
pretation ig based on 2¢ of the Articulation
Agreement and includes the speoific substitu-
tion of grades and courses repeated. 9/27/71
Acceptance Under 2¢c, the definition "major field" is left
of "p" to the university as defined “in its catalogue
Grades DeE— and other publications, 18/7/71
tnition o
"Major Freld"
Non-AA Stu- The provistons of part 2c¢ do not apply to the
dents - Cov- student who attends a community college, but
erage Under does not complete an AA progrem, and transfers
the Agreement to a wniversity. _ 12/7/71
Caleulation With respeat to whether the forgiveness pol-
of Gra iey means that institutions could use the high-
Point Aver- est grade rather than the final grade for re-
age Forgive- peated courses in calculating the grade point
nesg Policy average, the Committee, by consensus, agreed
that the final grade, not the highest one, is
the only one which should count in the calcu-
lation of the grade point average. The com-
mittee also interpreted the forgiveness section
of the Agreement (2c) to mean that a student
can repeat courses in which he has a "C" grade
or higher, if the student's college has a pol-
tey which permits it. 2/1/72
Retroactiv- The forgivenesa policy of the Articulation
ity of the Agreement (2e) applies to all community col-
Forgiveness  lege students who have recetived the Associate
Poltcy in Arts degree after April 18, 1971, regard-
less of when courses were first taken or re-
peated. 2/1/72
Improvement It was agreed that the forgiveness policy

of Grade pertains only up to the time of the awarding
Pownt Aver- of the AA degree and does not extend beyond

aée AZter that.
Graduation 9/18/72




CLEP 2, d. (1) With respect to the College Lovel
Amendment = ‘ Examination Program (CLEP) General

‘September 27, 1972 Examinations:

(a) Transferability of credit under
terms of the Articulation Agree-
ment is mandatory provided that
the institution awarded the credit
at the 50th percentila level of
the combined men-women sophomore

- norms, with no letter grade or
tuality points assigned,

(b) Not more than 6 semester (or 9
quarter) credits are to be trans-
ferred in each of the five areas
of the General Examinations (Eng-
lish, Humanities, Mathematics,
Natural Sciences, Social Sciences =

History).
Duplication The Committee interprete Seotior 2.d.(1)(b)
of Credit as follows: If a student hae earned six (6)
Under CLEP gemester (or 9 quarter) oredits in courses in a
- General subject area covered by the CLEP General Exam-
Exgmnations - itnations, he should not be awarded any CLEP
Seotion , oredit in that subjeot area on the basis of the
2. d. (1) (b CLEP General Examination. If he has earned

fewer than six semester credits in courses,

he could be awarded only the difference bet- -

ween the number earned and eix semester oredits
through the CLEP General Examinations., This

does not preclude the student being awarded
additional oredit through the CLEP subjeot
examination or the earning of additional oredit
through courses in subjects not covered by the

CLEP General Examination. 1/30/7¢

(2) CLEP Subject Examinations: Transfer-
ability of credit under the terms of
the Articulation Agreement is manda-
tory provided that the institution
awarded the credit at the following
scores, or higher, on the appropriate
subject matter examinations, with no
letter grades or quality points
assigned,




Length of Course
Recommended For Which the Ex- Recommended

Score for amination Was Maximum
Awarding Designed (Number Semester
Examination Credit _ _ of Semesters) Credit
*Afro-American History 49 1 3
American Government 47 1 3
*American History 46 2 6
*American Literature 46 2 6
Analysis & Interpreta-
tion of Literature 49 2 6
Biology 49 2 6
*Clinical Chemistry 47 Based on subject matter
in clinical year training,
College Algebra 50 1 3
College Algebra-
Trigonometry 49 1 3
Computers & Data .
Processing 46 1 3
Educational Psychology 47 1 3
*Elementary Computer
Programming-FORTRAN IV 48 1 3
English Composition ) 48 2 6
English Literature 45 2 €
General Chemistry 48 2 6
General Psychology 47 1 3
Geology 49 2 6
*Hemotclogy 46 Based on subject matter

in clinical year training.

History of American

Education 46 1 3
Human Growth & Development 47 1 3
*Immunohemotology 47 Based on subject matter

in clinical year training.
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Length of Course
Recommended For Which the Ex~ Recommended

Score for amination Was Maximum
Awarding Designed (Number Semester
Examination Credit of Semesters) Credit
Introduction to Business
Management 47 1 3
Intrbductory.Accounting - 50 2 6
Introductory Business Law 51 2 -6
Introductory Calculus 48 : 2 6
Introductory Economics. 48 2 6
Introductory Marketing 48 1 K}
Introductory Sociology 46 2 )
*Microbiology 48 Based on subject matter
in clinical year training.
Money & Banking 48 1 3
Statistics 49 1 3
Tests & Measurements 46 1 3
Trigonometry 49 1 3
Western Civilization 50 2 6

%Scoree approved September 18, 1973, with the proviso that (a) in
the use of the lowered score in -American History the use of the
lowver score be retroactive and (b} in no case i8 the use of the
changed scores and the new examinations to result in the award
of dual credit. 9/18/73

The score levels are the mean scores achieved by "C" students
in the national norm sample and they are in accord with the rec-
ommendations of the Commission on College Level Examinations of
the American Council on Education. The gemester credit recommend-
ations are derived from those of the Commission on College Level
Examinations, Further, not more than 45 semester (67.5 quarter)
credits are to be transferred in the area of the subject exam-
inations.




Amendment to
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Agreement ~
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(3) Because CLEP credit is regarded in the
same category as transfer credit, no
matter how earned, the maximum transfer-
ability of credit under CLEP, both General
and Subject Examinations combined, is 45
semester (or 67.5 quarter) credits., This
is in accord with common practice that
25 percent of the Associate in Arts degree
work must be awarded by the institution
granting the A.A. degree,

(4) The institution awarding CLEP credit must
specify for what course it is being
awarded. The standard policies of the
institution prohibiting credit for over-
lapping courses will apply.

Seation 2.d (4) was amended to read as
follows: The inetitution awarding credit
for the CLEP General Examination, may, but
need not, speoify for what course(s) it ie
being awarded. The institution awarding
CLEP Subjeot Teet oredit must specify for
what courge(s) it ie being awarded. The
standard polioies of the institution pro-
hibiting oredit for overlapping coursece
will apply. 11/29/73

(5) The foregoing agreement is adopted for
a three-year period and that during this
period studies shall be undertaken jointly
by the Community College System and the
State University System. These studies
should include students who have trans-
ferred or may transfer credits awarded
on the basis of CLEP General Examinatiois
scored at the 25th percentile or higher,
and not be limited to students who have
achieved the recommended scores.

These studies should reveal the number
of students taking each of the various
CLEP examinations, the scores earned by
the examinees, the number of credits
received, and the areas and courses in
which such credit was awarded, and
other data indicating the academic pro-
gress of the examinees,
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Although the studies should continue through
the three-year period, a complete initial
report of results should be reported to the
Articulation Coordinating Committee by August 1,
1974. The Committee will utilize these results
as a basis for future recommendations concern-
ing CLEP credit, ,

(6) Any implementation of a uniform CLEP per-
centile restriction of the Agreement will
go into effect September 1, 1972, and will
not affect CLEP credit awarded by institu~
tions prior to the effective date of imple-~

mentation, 9/27/72
Application The Articulation Coordinating Committee dis-
of CLEP cussed questions raised with regard to the CLEP
Amendment Amendment approved on September 19, 1972. It

was agreed that the policy provides for the award-
ing of oredit toward the AA degree only, in terms
of the eriteria established in the CLEP poliay,
specifically, .

1. a commnity college may award coredit
for CLEP using any score it wishes
when not a part of an AA degree;

2. a commmnity college i¢ not required to
gtve oredit for CLEP scores;

3. 1if a commmity college awards credit
for CLEP as a part of the AA degree,
the scores must not be lower than the
standards provided in the CLEP amend-
ment;

4. untversities must accept CLEP credits
as awvarded as a part of the AA degree
under the provisions of 3. above;

5. institutions may develop experimental
agreements using CLEP as specified
under the guidelines entitled "Experi-
mental Programs" adopted September 27,
1972, at any mutually agreeable level.

It was agreed that the CLEP Amendment would be
tndicated as Seetion 2 d, and assumed to b2 a
part of the basic Artioulation Agreement. 11/28/72
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It was the interpretation of this Committee
that a successful CLEP gcore may be used, with-
out letter grades or quality points, to substi-
tute for an wnsucceseful attempt in a course in
the same way that the grade from the repeat of a
courgse may be used as stated in Seotion 2a of
the Articulation Agreement. 11/28/72

It was agreed that although Seotion 2 of
the Artioulation Agreement does not require
institutions to accept oredit awarded on the
bastis of USAFI-GED teet scores on transfer of
AA degrees, CLEP scores earmed in conjunotion
with USAFI will be evaluated as all other
CLEP geores under the terms of the Articulation
Agreement. 4/12/73

The Committee agreed that the assurance
of transfer of credit under the Artioculation
Agreement not be extended to credit awarded
on the basts of the Florida Twelfth Grade
Test, 1/30/74

On the recommendation of the CLEP Task
Force, it was the agreement of the Articula-
tion Coordinating Committee that the Articu-
lation Agreement be amended to include the
following provietons with respect to credit
avarded wider the Advanced Placement Program:

a. Transferability of oredit wnder the
Articulation Agreement is mandatory
provided that the institution awarded
the credit on APP scores of 3, 4, or
5§ for any of the thirteen examinations
in the program. The thirteen APP
examinations are as follows:

American History

Art (History of Art, Studio Art)
Biology

Chemigtry

Classtcs (Vergil, Lyric)
Bnglish

European History

Spanieh

French (language, literature)
German '
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Mathematics (Caleulus AB & Caloulus BC)

Musto

Physice (Phyesics B, Physice C-Mechanics,
Physice C-Eleotricity & Magnetism)

b. The college awarding orvedit on the basis
of APP scores epecify the course for which
eredit is being given.

e. No grade or quality pointe be assigned
for credit awarded on the basie of APP
scores,

d. There be no credit awarded on APP which
18 duplicative of credit awarded for
CLEP or courses taken in the college or
received in transfer.

It was agreed that upon approval this amendment

would be known as Section 2.e of the Artioula-

titon Agreement. ' 8/18/73
OTHER RELATED ACTIONS

Recommended Establishment of Standard Table for Conversion of

CLEP Percentiles 9/18/73
Regsearch Committee to Followup on Students Granted Credit

Through CLEP 4/12/73
Approval of Research Designs--Student Achievement Through

CLEP (See Appendix V.) 11/29/73
Study of International Credit Tramsfer 4/12/73

Recommended International Credit Transfer Evaluation Service 9/18/73

CLEP English Examinations 11/29/73
Appeals Case re, Use of CLEP~--Seminole Junior College v.

The University of Florida 11/29/73
Establighment of Task Force on Transfer of A,S. Degree 1/30/74

Establishment of Standing Committee on Alternative Ways
of Earning Credit 1/30/7%
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Responsibility For General Education Requirements

Section 3. The baccalaureate degree in all
state universities shall be awarded in recognition
of lower dlvision (freshmen-sophomore) combined
with upper division (junior and senior) work.

The general education requirement of the bacca-
laureate degree shall be the gole responsibility
of the institution awarding the Associate in Arts
degree in accordance with the general education
agreement of 1959, If, for any reason,a student
has not completed an approved general education
nrogram in a junior college prior to his transfer
to a state university, the general education
requirement shall become the reeponsibility of the
university.

Pre-Professional Course Kesponsibility

Section 4. Lower division programs in all state
institutions enrolling freshmen and sophomores may
offer introductory courses which permit the student
to explore the principal professiovnal specializations
that can be pursued at the baccalaureate level, These
introductory courses shall be adequate in content to
be fully counted toward the baccalaureate degree for
students continuing in such a professional field of
specialization. However, the determination of the
major course requirements for a baccalaureate
degree, including courses in the major taken in the
lower division, shall be the responsibility of the
state university awarding the degree.

Admission to Upper Division Programs Which Are
Competitive Due to Space or Fiscal Limitations

Section 5. Students receiving the Associate
in Arts degree will be admitted to junior standing
within the University System. The specific univ=
ersity that accepts the student will be determined
by the preference of the student, by the program
of major concentration, and by space available
within the specific institution. If, because of
space or fiscal limitations, any state university
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must select from qualified junlor college grad-
uates, its criteria for selection shall be re-
ported to the coordinating committee described
in item 11,

The guidzlince for admiseion of students
to upper division programs which have enroll-
ment limitations at tge University of Florida
anu Florida State University are found in
Appendix I, In the opinion of the committee,
these policies insure that community college
students will have an equal opportunity for
admigaion to any such quota upper division
programs. : 2/1/72

Florida State University reported that
the speech pathology program at the univereity
will have a limited enrollment and therefore
admniseion will be on a competitive basia.
Commmity college students will be treated
equally in the competition with native
students. 2/1/72

Florida State University reported that
the leisure services and studies program at
the university will have q limited enroll-
ment and therefore adnigston will be on a
competitive basie. Community college students
will be treated equally in the competition
with native students. - 8/18/73

The Articulation Coordinating Committee
interprets Section § of the Articulation Agree-
ment to indicate that when a program in one of
the wniversitiee 18 determined to be a quota
program, that university should file the eri-
teria used in geleoting students for that
progran with the Articulation Coordinating

Conmittee. 6/6/72

Other Associate Degrees and Certificates

Section 6. Other associate degrees and

certificates may be awarded by a junior college

for vrograms which have requirements different

from the Associate in Arts, or a primary objective
other than transfer. Acceptance of course credits
for transfers from such degree or certificate pro-
grams vi{ll be evaluated by the senior level insti-
tution on the basis of applicabllity of the courses
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to the baccalaureate program in the major field

of the student. Each state university is encouraged
to develop sdmission policies that will consider

all factors indicating the possibility of success

in its upper division of transfer students who

have not earned the Associate in Arts degree.

Relattonship
of Section 6
to Seation Z2c

The provistons of section 2¢ do not apply
when spectal agreements are developed under
the provisions of Section 6.

12/7/21

Publication of Upper Division Requirements

PUBLICATION

OF UPPER

DIVISION Section 7. Each university department shall
REQUIRE- list and update the requirements for each program
MENTS - leading to the baccalaureate degree and shall

SECTION 7

College
Counselors

publicize these requirements for use by all other
institutions in the state.

The Comnittee went on record as recoghnizing
the problem with respeoct to academic counseling

Guide guides and requested that the two division:
attempt to solve the problems. 11/3/71
STATEMENT Statement of Lower Division Prerequisite Requirements
OF LOWER
DIVISION Section 8., Each state university shall include
PREREQUISITE in its official catalog of undergraduate courses
REQUIRE~ a section stating all lower division prerequisite
MENTS - requirements for each upper division speciali-
SECTION 8 zation or major program. The sections of the
catalog may also list additional recommended
courses but there shall be no ambiguity between
statement of requirements for all students for
admission to upper division work on the one hand,
and prerequisites and other requirements for
admission to a major program on the other. All
requirenents for admission to a university, college,
or program should be set forth with precision and
clarity. The catalog in effect at the time of
of the student's initial enrollment in a community
college shall govern lower division prerequisites,
provided that he has had continuous enrollment as
defined in the university catalog.
College See Section 7 - 11/3/71
Counselors
Guide
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Standard Transcript Form

Non-Standard
Grading
Systems

Adoption of
Standar
%",
Transcrtgt
Form

Seale and
Raw Score

Reporting
Common
Transoript
Form Amega-

ment

Section 9, Each institution shall keep a
complete academic record for each student, The
coordinating committee shall davelop a standard
form for recording the academic performance and
credits of students. Bach transcript shall in-
clude all academic work for which a student i1s
enrolled during each term; the status in each
courgse at the end of each term such as superior,
average, incomplete, or unsatisfactory; all
grades and credits awarded; and a statement
explaining the grading policy of the institution,

It is the committee's interpretation that
Section 9 of the Agreement ig intended to apply
only to community college transfer forms. 11/3/71

The question was ratsed as to whether
Seetion 9 of the Articulation Agreement applied
in the case of non-standard grading systems at
universities, In the light of a committee
interpretation of Section 9 on November 3 that
Sectton 9 only refers to commmity colleges,
it was agreed that university grading plans
are outside the purvue of the Arvticulation
Coordinating Committee. 2/1/72

The Common Trangeript (Appendix II) was
adopted and Line IV was interpreted as follows:

When reporting oredits granted through

the institution's own programe, the Common

Trangeript will refleet no additional infor-

mation. However, when reporting orvedit

obtained through externally developed

programs (e.g., CLEP) this faot will be

recorded in Line IV of the Common Trans-

oript as indicated. 9/22/22
It was agreed that the intention of the

committee was to use etther raw scores or scale

scores, whichever is appropriate. 9/87/72
The final draft of the cormon transcript

failed to include designators to show a repeated

course. It was agreed that the use of such design-

ators was intended in order to implement Section 20

of the Articulation Agreement. It was agreed that

the symbol "R" be used in the course type colum

of the common transeript to indicate a repeated

course, and that "T" be used in that colum to

indicate a course for which the repeat is substi-

tuted. ' 11/28/72
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Common Clarifications in the specifivations for
Trangeript the common transoript were approved as recormended
Form Ame%— by the Standing Committee on the Common Transoript.
ment The revised common transoript instruotions and
form were attached to the minutes as approved.
(Appendix II) 6/8/73
Common Additional elarifications in the spectifi-
Trangoript cations for the common transoript were approved
Form Ame%- as recommended by the Standing Committee on the
ment Common Transeript as follows:

1. If ingtitutional oredit needs to be
differentiated from regular oredit,
this should be reported in the remarks
seation; e.g., "Students admitted as
non-degree student! or other such
identifying statemente.

2. If back of permanent academic record
18 to be used as page 2 of transoripts,
linee I,V, and VI must be printed on
back; lines II, III, and IV are optional,

3. If the common transeript is to be used
as the etudent's grade report (mail out),
the name and address for the window enve-
lope should not appear on a transoript
copy. Congideration should be given to
placing this seotion as an extension of
the Common Transoript which would not
show when xeroxed. Thie also holds true
for any additional spaces using student's
name or etudent number when needed for
spectal filing.

4. A special grace period should be given
those colleges which have already ordered
a new supply of permanent records; but in
no way does this excuse them from complying,
as soon ag possible, with the approved
Common Tramgeript. 8/18/73

5. Reviston of Line III-B (test information)
a8 raw gcores or scaled scores are not
needed in this section. Instead colleges
should state on Line III-B the type of
norms used, e.g., Sophomore National Norms,
with the exact CLEP percentile being re-
ported on Line VI under column "Grade".

11/29/73
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1

The Common Trangeript should be implemented
as soon as posstble, but no later than September,
1973, 8/272/72

On the recommendation of the Standing Com-
mittee on the Common Transoript, the Arttoulation

Coordinating Committee agreed that a "grace period"

for thoge colleges not recetving final approval

of their common transoript would be allowed until

the beginning of the academta year 1974-75, at

which time the common transoript should be operable,

It was further agreed that colleges not able to

meet, the above date request special permission

(with justifications) from the Common Trangeript
Standing Committee for extended time. 11/28/73

Deviations Questions from the ingtituiions on deviation
on_Conmon from the common transeript form were discussed.
Transoript It was agreed that a striot interpretation and
Form compliance with the common transeript form with
no devtatione be made by the Committee. 4/12/73
OTHER RELATED ACTIONS

Establishment of Standard Form Task Force to Fulfill Assignment

as Outlined in Section 9 of the Articulation Agreement. 9/27/11
Compliance with Adoption of Common Transcript Form 6/8/73
Appointment of Standing Committee to Deal with Questions on

Common Transcript ' 4/12/73

EXPERI-
MENTAL
PROGRAMS -
SECTION 10

Experimental Programs

Section 10, Experimental programs in all

institutions are encouraged. A junior college and

a university wishing to engage in a joint specific
experimental program which varies from the existing .
transfer policy shall report such a program to the
coordinating committee prior to implementation and
shall keep the committee informed of the progress
and outcome of such experimentation. Proposed exper-
imental programs which would have systemwide impli~
cations or would affect transfer to more than one
institution must be approved by the coordinating
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committee prior to implementation., All experi-
mental programs shall be reported in writing to
the coordinating committee Including the purpose,
design, the participants, the duration, and the
results of the experiment. The final report shall
be submitted not later than six months following
the termination date of the experiment.

Guidelines for experimental programe (Appendixz III)
were approved with the following amendment. With
regard to experimental programs that have systemwide
implications (Type 3), the committee will approve
only those programs which are endorsed by the
Chanecellor and the Director of the Division of
Community Colleges. 9/22/72

Articulation Coordinating Committee

Section 11. A junior college-university coord-~
inating cormittee will be established to review and
evaluate current articulation policies and formulate
additional policies as needed, The coordinating
committee shall be composed of seven members, three
of whom shall be appointed by the Director of the
Division of Community Colleges, three by the
Chancellor of the State University System, and one
by the Commissioner of Education, This committee
shall have a continuocus responsibility for junior
college-university relationships and shall:

a. Authorize professional committees or
task forces consisting of representatives
from both levels of higher education to
facilitate articulation on subject areas.

b. Conduct a continuing review of the pro-
visions of this agreement.

c¢. Review individual cases or appeals from
students who have encountered difficulties
in transferring from a community college to
a university. Decisions reached by the
coordinating committee will be advisory to
the institutions concerned.

d. Make recommendations for the resolution of
individual issues and for policy or pzo-
cedural changes which would improve junior
college-university articulation systemwide,
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e, Establish the priority to be given research
conducted cooperatively by the Diviasion of
Community Colleges and the Division of

~Universities in conjunction with individual
ingtitutions. Such cooperative research will
be encouraged and will be conducted in arear
such as admissions, grading practices, cur-
riculum design, and followup of transfer
students, Systenwide followup studies should
be conducted, and results of these studies
will be made available to all institutions at
both levels for use in evaluating current -
policies, programs, and procedures,

f: Réview and appfove‘experimentAI programs. as
provided in item 10 of this agreement.

g. Develop procedures to improve community college-

state university articulation by exploring
fully specific 1ssues such as academic record
form, general education requirements, unit of
credit, course numbering systems, grading
systems, calendars, and credit by examination,

With reference to the Artioculation Agreement,
it was agreed that it was a continuous membership :
with no get term. 8/7/21

It was deoided that institutional members of
the Artioulation Coordinating Committee be roiated
on alternate two-year terms and that the firet

rotation begin effeotive September 1, 1973, 8/7/71

The Coordinating Committee is primarily
responsible for interpreting the Articulation
Agreement., It may make recommendations for
changes and imprcvements. Recommendations of
the Cormittee shall be forwarded to Commissioner
Christian, Dr. Henderson, and Chancellor Mauts
for appropriate action. 9/7/21

The Articulation Coordinating Committee
would not meet at any time unlees there are
at least two peraons from the Division of
Commmnity Collegee and two peraons from the
Universities present. No subatitution will
be allowed for representation from members

of this committee. 9/7/71
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It was deeided that copies of the minutes
of the Artioulation Coordinating Committee may
be distributed to Commissioner Christian,

Dr. Mautz, and Dr. Henderson. 8/7/21

It was deoided that the Annotated Arti-
culation Agreement be updated annually cover-
ing the period through December of each year. 6/8/73

Procedures adopted with regard to handling
cages brought up to the committee are as follows:

a. Copy of the student's complete tran-
geript mugt be avatlable,

b. Statement from the receiving insti-
tution concerning basie for refusal
mu8t be transmitted to the Articula-
tion Coordinating Committee,

¢. Statement of clarification from the
feeder institution may be requested.

d. It was decided that individual prob-
lems which develop should go through
the heads of the division before they
are taken to the Thairman to be pre-
sented to the Articulation Coordina-
ting Committee,

e. A dectston letter on the disposition
of an appeal would be written by the
Chairman to the divieion direotors
and atmultaneous copies would be sent
to all people involved, including

the student. : 9/7/71
It was agreed that the formulation of a
common claendar is not the responsibility of
the committee. 11/3/71

The guidelines for establishing task
forces under the Articulation Committee were
aporcved by the committee by general congensus.
(See Appendix IV.) 2/1/72
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Publications of Decisions
Journalism Task Force Not Appointed

Establishment of Social Work Task Force
Report of Social Work Education Task Force Received

Report on Articulation Studies Conducted by the Inter-
institutional Research Council

Establishment of Task Force on Transfer of A. S. Degree

Establishment of Standing Committee on Alternate Ways
of Earning Credit

11/3/71

11/28/72
6/6/72

6/8/73

6/8/73
1/30/74

1/30/74



APPENDIY I
UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA POLICY STATEMENT
REGARDING ADMISSION OF JUNIOR COLLEGE TRANSFER STUDENTS
TO QUOTA CONTROLLED COLLEGES

Limitations in available faculty and facilities heve made it nec-
essary that some upper division colleges at the University of Florida
establish quotas for the admission of new students in ceriain undergra-
duate programs. Applicants who are eligible for admission to the Uni-
versity under the Articulation Agreement will be considered for admission
to such programs.within the established quotas in the same manner as all
other applicants.

The selection of students to fill established quotas will be made
by the Admissions Committee of the college. In evaluating applicants
for selection, the Admissions Committee will consider such factors as
educational objective, completion of appropriate prerequisite courses for
the requested major and the quality of the student's pefformance in such
courses, overall quality of the previous academic record, test data and
the student's personal record.

Where the number of eligible applicants for entrance to the college
exceeds the number of spaces avallable, students will be selected from
the applicant pool strictly in the order of the qualifications of the
applicant without regard to whether the students are ''native," or trans-
fers from other colleges, or are transfers from state community colleges.

Applicants for admission to limited enrollment programs will be
advised that their applications are being considered ?y the Admissions
Committee of the college for selectiorn within an estaélished quota. Ap~

plicants whose qualifications are such as to clearly indicate selection

26
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within the quota will be notified of thair écceptance as soon as possible

after receipt of the required credentials. Applicants whose qualifications

are such as to clearly indicate that they will not be selected within the
quota will be notified as soon as possible after this fact is determined.

Other applicants will remain in the pool being considered by the Admis~-

sions Committee for selection until tﬁe quota has been filled,

(NOTE: Entering classes in the College of Nursing and in the College of
Health Related Professions. are selected by the Admicsions Commit-
tee, on 4 date set, from the total applicant pool.)

Applicants who cannot be selected for admission to the program and

term requested will be advised as follows:

1. That the applicant is eligible for admission for the term re-
quested to a non-quota program or for consideration for selec-
tion to another quota program at the University of Florida.

2. That the applicant may be eligible for admission for the term
and program requested at other institutions in the State Uni-
versity System,

3. If the Admissions Committee determines that the applicant
would have a reasonable chance for selection for admission to
the program requested for a later term, the abplicant will be

so notified.




APPENDIX 1
FLORIDA STATE UNIVERSITY POLICY STATMENT

REGARDING ADMISSION OF JUNIOR COLLEGE TRANSFER STUDENTS
TO QUOTA CONTROLLED COLLEGES

»

The establishement of quotas for the admission of new students in
certain undergraduate programs in some upper division schools and col-
leges of the Florida State University is being made necessary because
of limitations of available faculty and facilities, Applicants eligi-
ble for admission to the Florida State University under the Articula-
tion Agreement will be considered for admission to such programs within
the established quotas in the same manner as all other applicants,

The selection of students to fill established quotas will be made
by the admissions committees of the departments (or schools, where no
departments exist) affected. Each admissions committee in selecting
applicants will ccusider a number of factors in its evaluation: educa-
tional objectives, completion of appropriaée prerequisite courses for
the requested major and the quality of the student's performance in
such courses, overall quality of previous academic work, test data, et
cetera,

Where the number of eligible applicants for entrance to a quota
controlled program exceeds the number of spaces available, students will
be selected from the list of eligible applicants strictly in the order
of the qualifications of the applicant without regard to whether the
students are '"native," or transfers from other universities or colleges,
or are transfers from state community colleges.

Applicants for admission to quota controlled programs will be

advised that their applications are being considered by an admission

28
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committee of the department (or schools, where no departments exist) for
selection within an established quota, Applicants whose qualifications
clearly indicate selection within the quota will be notified of their
acceptance as soon as possible after receipt of the required credentials,
Applicants whose qualifications clearly indicate that they will not be
selected within the quota will be notified as soon as possible after

this fact is determined.

Applicants who cannot be selected for admission to the program and

term requested will be advised as follows:

1. That the applicant is eligible for admission for the term re-
quested to some other non-quota program or for consideration
for selection to another quota program at Florida State,

2. That the applicant may be eligible for admission for the term
and program requested at other institutions in the State Uni-
versity System,

3. If an admission committee determines that an applicant has a
reasonahle chance for selectica for admission to the program

requested for a later term, the applicant will be so notified.




LINE II

LINE III
A.
B.

C.
D.

APPENDIX I

COMMON TRANSCRIPT STANDARD FORM

Adopted September 27, 1972
As Amended - June 8, 1973

Name of form

Name of the college

Address (City, State, ZIP Code)

Page number and Date record printed--optional
Student I.D. No.--optional

Social Security Number

Student name (last, first, middle)

Maiden name--optional

Date of birth

Place of birth~-optional
Sex

High School (last attended)
High School address

Date High School Graduation

Registrar's statement

Test information--optional, except that colleges should indi-
cate the type of norms used when credit is given on the basis
of CLEP or other external examination.

Basis of admission

Course identifier

P Parallel (non-occupational)
0 Occupational
D Dusl

The course identifier column has been inserted to comply with
the recommendation from the Statewide Common Course Designa-~
tion and Numbering System Committee as per minutes of March
21, 1972, item 4.
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LINE IV
A. Course Type

Blank Insticutional Credit

CLEP

Advanced Placement

American College Testing Program
Othier External Credit
Repeated-~Initial Attempt(s)
Repeat~~Last Attempt

OO XN

When reporting credits granted through the institution's own
programs, the Common Transcript will reflect no additionsl in-
formation. However, when reporting credit obtained through
externally developed programs (e.g., CLEP) this fact will be
recorded by the appropriate symbol on Line V, and percentile
scores of examinations for which credit is given will be re-
corded in the space provided in Line VI,

B, Grading System

1. Used in G.P.A, computation

A %4 Grade points Excellent

B 3 Grade points Good

C 2 Grade points Average

D 1l Grade point Poor

F 0 Grade points Fallure

WF 0 Grade points Withdrew failing
IF 0 Grade points Incomplete

2, Not used in G.P.A. computation

W Withdrew

WP Withdrew Passing

S Satisfactory

U Ungatisfactory e
X Audit

I Incomplete

N No Grade

NC Course has no credit

NR Grade not Reported

Colleges selecting the above symbols must adhere to these
definitions and the manner in which G.P.A. is computed.
Rowever, colleges are free to use other symbols not listed
above, provided they are clearly defined on the transcript.
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VI

A,
B.

Cour

Iden
Sect
Cour

Type
Grad
Cour
Cred

Cred
G.P.

gse

tifier
ion
gse title

e
se Credit
it Earned

it attempted for
A,

Grade points

32

six spaces to accommodate new course
numbering system; PRX No, or Dept. No.
as per Line III-D

optional

15 spaces (can go to 18 if section is
omitted and 23 if both section & grade
points are omitted)

as per Line IV-A

as per Line IV-B

attached credit per course

actual credit earned (whether grade
points are assigned or not; e.g., S grade)

divisor for figuring G.P.A,
optional, dividend for figuring G.P.A.

Date of attendance, e.g., Fall Term, Aug. 20 - Dec. 13, 1973
Summaries

Institutions are not required to use all of the following cum-
ulative totals but if they use them, they should all be defined
as follows:

1.

Term Totals

Cumulative Totals

All college cumu-
lative totals

A.A. degree cumu-
lative totals

All college AA
degree cumulative
totals

total of all credits attempted and earned
with G.P.,A., for that term at the home
college.

total of all credits attempted and earned
with G.P.A. (adjusted for repeats) at the
home college,

total of all credits attempted and earned
with G.P.A. (adjusted for repeats) at all
n~olleges attended.

total of all credits attempted and earned
with G.P.A. (adjusted for repeats) at the
home college which count toward the AA
degree.

total of all credits attempted and earned
with G.P.A. (adjusted for repeats) at all
colleges attended but only those credits
which are applicable to the AA degree.



LINE VII

A,

KX}

Remarks

No temporary warnings, i.e., academic warnings, placed on
probation, etc,, should appear on transcript, If stu-

dent 1s not eligible to return, notation should read "not
eligible to return" or 'eligible to return after one term."
Any other remarks,such as "honor roll," "graduated with
honors' should be placed here.

-= Other Information
Size

The size of the standard record--for convenience in reading,
interpreting, and filing--should be 8 1/2" X 11", The form
has been designed for six (6) print lines per inch.. If it is
absolutely necessary to use 8 1/2" X 14" or some other size,
the same format should be followed. All posting will be done
on the left side of the transcript in a vertical mannor before
posting on the right side.

Transfer Work

All attempted college credit hours applicable for the AA degree
must be'recorded.

Transcript

1. Each page of a student's record should be embossed with the
seal.

2. ~Comp1etion of record should be indicated by some remark;
e.g., "end of transcript."

3. When record is incomplete, appropriate notation should be
made; i.e., "incomplete transcript, student currently
enrolled,"

4. It is recommended that all institutions utilize the common
transcript by the Fall of 1973,

Changes

Any changes of format or content must be presented for apprOVal E

to a statewide standing committee ‘appointed by the Articulation

t~Coordinating Committee; and 1f approved, the ‘changes must then
be endorsed by a majority of participating institutions before

5 'L_y_;j{kofficial adoption.
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APPENDIX III
FLORIDA ARTICULATION COORDINATING COMMITTEE
EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAMS

Adopted September 27, 1972

Provision 10 of the Articulation Agreement between the state univer-
sitles and public junior colleges of Florida, March 1, 1971, states:

Experimental programs in all institutions are encouraged. A
junior college and a university wishing to engage in a joint
specific experimental program which varies from the existing
transfer policy shall report such a program to the coordinating
committee prior to implementation and shall keep the commit-

tee informed of the progress and outcome of such experimentation,
Proposed experimental programs which would have systemwide im-
plication or would affect transfer to more than one institution
must be approved by the coordinating committee prior to imple-
mentation. All experimental programs shall be reported in
writing to the coordinating committee including the purpose,
design, the participants, the duration, and the results of the
experiment. The final report shall be submitted not later than
six months following the termination date of the experiment. "

In interpretation of Provision 10, the Articulation Coordinating

Committee takes the following positionsd:

1. Experimental programs which do not involve transfer between com-

munity colleges and universities, Since the subject of the entire Arti-

culation Agreement relates to transfer between junior;Collegee and uni-
versities, there is no obligation on the part of any institution to '
:teport educational esperiments to the committee unless such experimental~ '

' iprograms have direct bearing on transfer.

2, Experiments in variance with the Articulation Agreement that aref(f>J7$f

tfmutually agreed tO by the affected universities and junior colleges.: Inff e

T

o restricted to spestfle juntor colleges




and universities and where such institutions agree to take part in the
experiment, the obligations of the participating institutions with
regard to the Articulation Coordinating Committee are:

A. The experiment shall be reported iv ihe Articulation Coordinating
Committee prior to implementation.

B. The report should include the purpose of the experiment, the
research design which is to be used to evaluate the experiment,
the number of participants, the participating institutions, and
and the duration of the experiment.

C. The results of the experiment shell be reported to the Articula-
tion Coordinating Committee no later than six months following
the completion of the experiment, ' ‘

D. The participating institutions shall recommend one of the follow-
ing actions in their report on the experiment:

(1) discontinuation of the program;

(2) regularization of the experimental program as a part of the
articulation practices among the participating institutions;

(3) continuation of the experimentt
The Articulation Coordinating Committee will make no judgment as
to the approval or disapproval of the beginning of an experimental pro-
gram in this category. At the close of the program, the Articulation
Coordinating Committee will circulate the results of the program to all
L ,universities and junior colleges. Further, it may make recommendations ;:Ft{:

'7‘ concerning the impact of the results of the experiment 0n the Articulation;fﬁfli

l‘,‘:‘_"Agreement. e

3 Experimental programs in variance with the Articulation Agreement if¢;71

:ié‘whic;‘have systemwide implications.

In some cases,,an experimentel pro-'
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gram, conducted at a junior college, would require acceptance during

the experimental period by all universities in order that the experi-

ment could be carried out, In such cases, the obligations of the pro-

posing institution(s) with regard to the Articulation Coordinating

Committee are:

A.

The experiment shall be presented for consideration of approval
for implementation by the Articulation Coordinating Committee.
The proposal should include the purpose of the experiment, the
research design which 1§ to be used to evaluate the experiment,
the number of participants, the proposing institution(s), and
the durafioﬁ of the experiment. |
Written agreement to participate from at least tvo universi-
ties must be presented in order to be considered by the Arti-
culation Coordinating Committee.,

Should the experiment be approved, the results shall be repoited
no later than six months following the completion of the ex-
petimént.

The proposing institution(s) shall recommend one of the following
actions in their report on the experiment:

(1) discontinuation of the program;

(2) regularization of the experimental program as it affects the
Articulation Agteement' ,

',(3) continuation of the experiment.,

“““The Articulat

t may be 1m 1emenged.; The Committeefwill'not
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1. discontinue the program;

2. extend the experiment; or

3. recommend to the Commissioner of Education that the Articulation

Agreement be amended to include the practices found to be success-
ful in the experiment,




I.

APPENDIX IV

TASK FORCE GUIDELINES

Types of Task Forces

The Articulation Coordinating Committee shall have a direct res-

ponsibility for the following types of Task Force Groups:

1.

"»*fjoint projects,generate the need for. articulation poliéies, recom-

Special Problem Groups. The Committee may from time to time
create ad hoc task force groups to develop recommendations for

the Committee's consideration to resolve particular articulation
conflicts. Special problem task forces have already been estab-
lished to define occupational programs, to develop a common trans-
eript, and to provide recommendations with respcct to credit by
examination. Special problem groups would normally have a short-
term existence and be composed of representatives from community
colleges and universities.

Academic Discipline Groups. When articulation difficulties arise
within a particular academic discipline, the Articulation Coor=~
dinating Committee will determir : whether it is necessary to
establish a special task force group to resolve the difficulties.
Such task force groups will be charged with the responsibility

of providing the Committee with reports of its activities and
findings. The task force may also engage in organizing state~
wide conferences and meetings to discuss and study articulation
problems. It is presumed that such a task force will have a life-
span beyond one meeting and may exist for periods of one to two .
yea rs,

Articulation Conferences. The Articulation Coordinating Committee
shall be kept informed by the respective State Department Divi-
sions as to the holding of one or two day articulation confer-
ences of a statewlde nature, whether they be in academic or ad=
ministrative areas of concern., The approval procedure for such
conferences is delineated in Section IV of this document, Arti-
culation conferences may be used to increase contacts among pro-
fessional persons in community colleges and universities, discuss
common problems and needs, and to assess whether a more permanent
task force 1s needed to solve problems of articulation. If
recommendations for a permanent task force are forthcoming from

a conference, they will be forwarded to the Atticulation Coor- -

’dinating Committee for consideration.

,Special Planningg?rojects. The Articulation C°°rdinatins;00mm1t_ ; J; o
- tee shall not have responstbility for’ ‘the establishment
- tions or administration of funded nic | ,

plan proj
which the two divisions may 1n1tiate and implement.;”

houl e-forwarded to the Art ulation
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Coordinating Committee by project directors for consideration.
The priority for such funded academic planning projects will
be determined by the respective divisions and not by the Ar-
ticulation Coordinating Committee. ,

Purposes

1., Study articulation conflicts and problems between universities
and community junior colleges.

2. Develop recommendations for the Articulation Coordinating Com~
mittee for new policles and/or revised existing policies to
facilitate articulation between the two systems.

3, Develop joint academic and administrative programs.

4. Generate on-going comnunication and understanding among coun-
terpart groups and individuals in both systems. - ‘

Procedures
1. ALl official task force groups will be established by the
Articulation Coordinating Committee to insure that they have
a specific and viable priority and purpose for functioning
and that they will be adequately organized and coordinated.
2, While the composition and chaitmdhahip'of task forces may be
determined by the Articulation Coordinating Committee, appoint-
ments of members will be made by the respective divisions.
3. A recommendation for a task forceé may be generated frbm:
a. Members of the Articulatiou Coordinating Committee
b. The Divisions of the State Department of Education
¢. The universities and community junior colleges
4. A written proposal for a Task Force'should be submitted to
~the Articulation Coordinating Committee and include the fol-
lowing: ' : ,
a.’ A\statemeh;kof hegﬂ4qnd:pu;poée Eor such § grqup.i; —
b, An indication of the extent there has been consultation

rk,rﬁ54ﬁi;hésli¥pe;§dns concerned with the

A statement of the expected duration fo t
‘ onmendat

“reasons for forming =
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d. A recommendation as to the composition of the group, 1i.e.,
size and types of persons who should serve or be represented.

e. An estimate of any unusual expense anticipated and the
gource of funding, if needed,

5. Task Force participants will attend meetings at the expense of
the institutions ffom which representatives come.

6. Task Force Chairman will be responsible for providing the Ar-
ticulation Coordinating Committee periodic reports of task
force activities and for submission to the Articulation Coor-
dinating Committee of a final report and recommendations for
actions, if any are warranted,

IV. Articulation Conferences

The Articulation Coordinating Committee reaffirms the following
policy approved by both divisions, regarding articulation confer-
ences in academic disciplines, which are designed as a one meeting
opportunity for improving communication and articulation.

That all statewide articulation conferences between State Uni-
versity System institutions and Florida's public community col-
leges be scheduled only after receiving prior approval for such
a conference from both the Office of the Vice Chancellor for
Academic Affairs of the State University System and the Office
of Director of the Division of Community Colleges of the State
Department of Education, It is further recommended that any
meetings between universities and community colleges on a
statewide basis that are approved by the above offices involve
all State University System institutions and community colleges
when applicable., Faculty participating in approved articulation
programs should be reimbursed by their home institutions for
travel., Programs not of a statewide nature between one State
University System institution and community colleges would receive
reimbursement for travel at the discretion of the faculty mem-
ber's home institution.




APPENDIX V
October 3, 1973

T0: Articulation Coordinating Committee

FROM CLEP Research Task Force Committee; R. Arreola, I. Burch,
J. Howell, J. Losak, J, Stuckman, R. Whitehead

SUBJECT: SUGGESTED RESEARCH DESIGNS
DESIGN I

Research Questiont Is the academic progress of students who receive
college credit via CLEP different from students of like academic poten-
tial who do not receive CLEP credit?

Sample:

(1) Experimental Group: The E group will consist of 50 students
from each of six community colleges who received any credit
hours via CLEP from January, 1972 through December, 1972 at the
50th percentile or higher. The community colleges suggested
are (a) Miami-Dade Community College, (b) Gulf Coast Community
College, (¢) Florida Junior College at Jacksonville, (d) St.
Petersburg Community College, (e) Valencia Community College,
and (f) Daytona Beach Community College. These six community
colleges in Florida can be considered to be generally roepresent- 4
ative of community colleges in Florida with respect to geo- '
graphy and size. Students who take courses defined by the
institution as CLEP equivalents will not be included,

(2) Control Group: The control group will consist of an equal K
(50) from each institution of students who had Florida Twelith
Grade Aptitude scores comparable to the selected E group stu-
dents--but who do not write the CLEP, (See paper by Losak and
Lin for details on selection procedure),

Procedure:

Data are to be supplied at the end of each term from each community
college and from each receiving institution in Florida until a five year

~ period has elapsed., Data requested will be on a standard format devel-

opad by the Committee (attached). ‘At the end of each academic year an

interim report will be compiled evaluating the progress of the two groupaf?"

~~ on the basis of the following ¢riterion ‘measures (1) advanced course per-ijl]ﬂ

_:uFfL':iform°n¢e (2) attrition rate (3) rate of progress (4) staduation ratio
“r.‘i:l(AA4and bacca. ureate) (5) Sr e

. lf terminating‘with the end’of the thir 'quarter, 1976.

ntuaverage.i

The final report will summarize results after a five year period,
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DESISN 11

In attempting to provide data as an empirical base for making deci-
sions with respect to passing scores, it is impourtant to assess -the aca-
demic progress of those students who are awarded CLEP credit at various
percentile levels, This design will attempt to evaluate the progress of
students awarded credit prior to the September, 1972 implementation of
the 50th percentile passing score, However, very few institutions awarded
significant amounts of credits to many students at a level as low as
that recommended by the American Council of Education (i.e., at the
25th percentile on sophomore level norms).

At Miami-Dade, the CLEP ifistitutional center test record file con-
tains a total of 1799 test records, which represent 1744 subjects, The
time period for CLEP test dates covered by this file is July, 1970
through November, 1971,

A group of 417 subjects was selected from the total of 1744 on the
basis of having at least one general exam score within the selected
range (see the Table of Scales Score and Percentile Ranges Used to Select
CLEP Subjects). Of the group, 241 are males and 175 are females. The
time period for CLEP test dates for this group is also July 1970 through
November, 1971, with 380 of the subjects tested during the year 1971,

Following are the totals for the number of subjects attempting each
‘general exam, earning credit in each exam, and scoring within the selec-
ted score range:

Scored within the

Attempted Earned Credit selected range
English 353 240 69
Natural Science 3 244 86
Mathematics 320 - 275 135
Humanities 368 298 132
Social Science 353 268 78

Of the group, 60 subjects earned credit in just one general exam
area. Eighty-five (85) subjects earned credit in two (2) general exam
areas, Eighty-seven (87) subjects earned credit in three (3) general
exam areas, Ninety-one (91) subjects eained credit in four (4) general
“exam arcas, Ninety-four (94) subjects earned credit in all five (5)
of the general exams., , . , ; :

o Three hundred and forty«four (344) subjects had just one score ji,r£ ;p,,W
. within the selected range, Seventy-two (72) subjects had two (2) scores;'
: g_within the selected range’ Only five (5) subjects‘had three (3) scorea
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The. progress of these students will be analyzed along the same
variables as described in Design I. In addition, as many students as
possible will be tested at the end of the sophomore year on a test
such as the Comprehensive College Examination and at a later time GRE
and other graduate school admission test scores will be obtained where
available, A modified control group can be obtained by using as sub-
Jects those students who scored at comparable levels on the CLEP after
September, 1972 but of course did not receive credit since the passing
score was raised to the 50th percentile at that time. This would par-
tially control for '"motivational” variables by using as controls those
students sufficiently motivated to have written CLEP.

DESIGN III

This is a design intended to experiment with a variety of levels of
passing, Three community colleges and three colleges would award cre-
dit in each of the five areas to every Nth student scoring between the
25th and 75th percentile 80 as to yield a total N of 60 subjects in each

decile,
PERCENTILE N
25 - 34 60 (ten from each college)
35 - 44 60
45 - 54 60
55 - 64 60
65 -~ 74 ; 60

The academic progress of these students would be followed for a per=-
iod of five years commencing with the awarding of credit, effective Fall
Term, 1974. Students so selected would be drawn from candidates who write
the CLEP during the months of March, April, May and June, 1974 and who
have applied for the Fall Term, 1974. Their progress would be evaluated
using the criterion variables indicated in Design I. :

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

1. American Psychological Ansociation research guidelines will be
‘ adhered to, especially with reSpect to research with human sub= -
jects. : g :

2, All individual data will be confidential, and no 1ndividual stu-;jﬁ ;&J
dent will be identified to persons other. than the participating”,L;‘:ff
‘, reg1strar and tue CLEP Task Force. Ve , : o




JL:bf
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Although percentile is used in the design description, scaled
scores will actually be used to select subjects,

Statistical analysis will be of the most appropriate measures and
reports will contain only minimal reference to statisties not
likely to be widely understood.
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APPENDIX VI

MEETING DATES OF ARTICULATION COORDINATING COMMITTEE

September 7, 1971 August 23, 1972
September 27, 1971 September 27, 1972
November 3, 1971 November 28, 1972
December 7, 1971 ] April 12, 1973
February 1, 1972 ' June 8, 1973
April 12, 1972 September 18, 1973
April 24, 1972 November 29, 1973
June 6, 1972 January 30, ‘1974

‘, This public document was promugated at a cost of $310 00, Or

j'f; 1 44¢ per copy




